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students from low-income families. The bill re-
duces funding for Head Start, student loans,
summer jobs, and school-to-work programs.

At this point in time, I enter into the RECORD
the variety of changes being made to pro-
grams which serve working people in my State
and district.

SELECTED CUTS IN THE LABOR–HHS–ED BILL BELOW THE
FISCAL YEAR 1995 RESCISSION LEVELS

Program Nationwide cut Illinois cut

Summer Jobs ......................................... $867,070,000 $34,955,000
Dislocated Worker Training .................... 378,550,000 13,104,000
Adult Training ........................................ 166,813,000 6,785,000
Older American Employment ................. 46,060,000 1,724,000
Title I, Comp. Education ........................ 1,143,356,000 54,142,000
Goals 2000 ............................................ 361,870,000 15,993,000
Safe and Drug-Free Schools .................. 240,981,000 10,167,000
Teacher Training Grants ........................ 251,207,000 10,904,000
Vocational Education ............................. 272,750,000 10,577,000
State Incentive Grants ........................... 63,375,000 3,423,000
Senior Nutrition ...................................... 22,810,000 1,015,000
Head Start ............................................. 119,374,000 5,857,000
Low-Income Energy Assistance ............. 965,940,000 56,108,000

Mr. Chairman, I know we need to cut the
budget and get our financial House in order.
I’ve made plenty of tough votes to cut spend-
ing, eliminate programs and do without things
which could not be identified as priority items.

This bill might not be so objectionable were
it not for the fact that so many of these cuts
are being used to finance an ill-advised tax cut
which will accrue almost entirely to the highest
wage earners in the country. I’ve voted for a
budget proposal by moderate Democrats
which gets us to balance in 7 years. Believe
me, that plan has some tough cuts in it—any
credible plan does. But we ignore the siren’s
call for tax cuts and put our spending cuts on
deficit reduction.

I know tax cuts sound good and are popular
on their face. But the best tax cut we could
possibly give our families and our country is a
cut in deficit reduction.

That is why I so strongly oppose this bill.
The priorities are out of order, the cuts are out
of balance, and the attack on the American
people is out of bounds.

I strongly oppose this bill and urge its de-
feat.
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The House in Committee of the Whole

House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. MINETA. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in
strong and unequivocal opposition to this gro-
tesque piece of legislation. If ever we needed
an example of the skewed priorities of the new
majority in this House, this bill is it.

In the area of health and human services,
vitally important programs have been com-
pletely terminated:

Black lung clinics, the Native Hawaiian
Health Care Program, AIDS education and

training, substance abuse prevention and
training, the National Vaccine Program, rural
health grants, developmental disabilities
projects, the elder abuse prevention program,
aging research, preventive health grants, and
funding for the Federal Council on Aging—all
would disappear under this bill.

The bill eliminates the Office of the Assist-
ant Secretary for Health and the Office of the
Surgeon General—the two offices which are
on the front lines of coordinating American
public health policy.

The bill cuts almost $400 million from Sub-
stance Abuse and Mental Health Services
Programs, and $15 million from homeless and
runaway youth programs, a $288,000 cut for
child abuse prevention, and a reduction of $2
million from the fund for abandoned infants as-
sistance.

The bill cuts the Office of Civil Rights at the
Department of Health and Human Services by
$8 million—a reduction of almost 40 percent.

The bill contains four provisions that roll
back women’s reproductive health care and
seriously undermine women’s rights to make
fundamental choices about their bodies and
their lives.

It eliminates title X funds for family plan-
ning—which 83 percent of women receiving
Federal family planning services rely on. This
makes no sense, socially or fiscally. Every
government dollar spent on contraceptive
services saves an average $4.40 in expendi-
tures on medical services, welfare, and nutri-
tional services associated with unintended
pregnancies and childbirth.

Title X funds are not used for abortions—
they are used for family planning and birth
control. This bill would deny millions of women
access to all major methods of family plan-
ning—cutting them off from the help they need
to make informed personal decisions about
their own health and well-being.

The bill would also deny Medicaid funding
for abortions for rape and incest survivors. Up
to 1 in 3 women will be victims of rape or at-
tempted rape in their lifetime. A woman living
in poverty who has already been brutally vic-
timized would be victimized yet again by being
forced to bear a child against her will.

I also rise in opposition to the provision in
this bill to undermine the Accreditation Council
on Graduate Medical Education [ACGME] re-
quirement for medical instruction in abortion.
Any reduction in the number of doctors who
are properly trained to perform abortions will
place women at greater risk of losing access
to safe and legal abortions. The right of
women in this country to exercise control over
their own bodies, and choose whether or not
to have a child must not be eroded.

The bill is also an attack against the most
vulnerable members of our communities: Chil-
dren and senior citizens.

It would cut 50,000 eligible children from
Head Start and cut the Healthy Start infant
mortality initiative by half. These programs
prepare our children for school and provide
support for their parents to help them leave
welfare and become independent.

In another short-sighted move, the bill would
eliminate the Summer Youth jobs program,
leaving 600,000 youth without work next sum-
mer. 2,500 young people will lose summer
jobs in my hometown of San Jose alone.

The bill would cut total job-related spending
on disadvantaged youth by more than half, de-
nying them the work experience and education

assistance they need to become productive
members of society rather than turning to
crime or welfare for survival.

Education is the most important investment
our country can make for meeting the chal-
lenges of the 21st century, but the plans in
this bill to eliminate or cut a host of education
programs will leave us unprepared to compete
in a changing world economy.

First, the bill would completely eliminate the
Goals 2000 program for statewide school re-
form. Over 1,800 schools in 226 districts in
California had planned to participate in local
level reform emphasizing early literacy and
mathematics, demonstrating the importance of
this program. The elimination of the Eisen-
hower Professional Development program
would also remove my state’s primary source
of support for professional development.

Even though Americans rank safety and
drug use as their priority concern in schools,
the bill would cut the Safe and Drug-Free
Schools Program by 57 percent.

Education programs targeted toward the dis-
advantaged students are an essential invest-
ment for lifting them out of poverty and prepar-
ing them to become productive members of
society. Cuts to Title I programs would affect
services to 209,000 disadvantaged children in
California. One-quarter of California’s elemen-
tary school students have limited English pro-
ficiency, and the proposed 74% cut in bilingual
education will decimate our programs that
serve these students.

To compete in the information-based, global
marketplace of the 21st century, our students
need practical job skills. Yet the bill would cut
vocational and adult education and the
School-To-Work program that would allow
them to contribute to our economy.

The proposed $162 million cut in Special
Education Programs under the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act would virtually elimi-
nate nationwide efforts to help provide 5.6 mil-
lion children with disabilities with the education
they need to live independent, self-sufficient
lives.

Mr. Chairman, though these cuts might save
money in the short term, they deny children al-
ready facing tremendous challenges the edu-
cation and skills they need to become produc-
tive members of society.

The investments we made now in our chil-
dren are essential for the future of this coun-
try. Our children deserve better than this.

Our seniors will also be hard hit by the Re-
publican Appropriations bill.

Many seniors rely on senior nutrition pro-
grams as their only or primary source of daily
food—but the bill would eliminate 12 million
meals through cuts in Congregate Nutrition
Services and the Meals on Wheels programs.

The elimination of the Low-Income Home
Energy Assistance Program is an appalling
move in the face of the hundreds of seniors
who have died in the last month from lack of
air conditioning. Next winter, thousands more
seniors will be freezing in the dark.

Finally, the bill would eliminate the long-term
care ombudsman program, which protects the
most vulnerable group of senior citizens—
those in nursing homes—from abuse, neglect,
and fraud.

These provisions will only hurt those who
have the least ability to cope with the attack.
I do not believe that our budget should be bal-
anced on the backs of our senior citizens and
children—and especially not on the backs of
the most vulnerable.
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The anti-worker provisions in this bill con-

stitute nothing less than a full-scale attack on
basic rights of working Americans.

Six thousand American workers are injured
on the job each day, costing businesses $112
billion each year. In California alone in 1993,
750,000 workers suffered from occupational
injuries and illnesses and 615 workers lost
their lives while doing their jobs.

In my district, workers face dangers from
working with solvents, acids, metals, and toxic
gases that can cause birth defects,
cardiopulmonary problems, and damage to
vital organs such as liver and kidneys.

The Occupational Safety and Health Admin-
istration [OSHA] has succeeded in reducing
on-the-job injuries by 57 percent since its in-
ception. OSHA does have problems that need
to be addressed. It needs to be made more
efficient and to provide meaningful incentives
to employers to provide safe and healthy
workplaces. But OSHA should be fixed, not
dismantled.

This bill would force OSHA to close half its
offices and shed half its inspectors, resulting
in as many as 50,000 more injuries and
deaths to hard-working Americans.

Limited to the resources provided under this
bill, OSHA inspectors would need 95 years to
inspect each workplace in my State just once.

Furthermore, in yet another example of
backroom legislating on an appropriations bill,
the Republicans are restricting OSHA’s devel-
opment of ergonomic standards. Musculo-
skeletal injuries from repetitive motions ac-
count for 30 percent of lost workdays due to
injuries and illnesses and more than $2.7 mil-
lion annually in workers compensation claims.
Ergonomics, the science of physically fitting a
job to a person, can reduce serious injury and
illness and improve worker productivity and
quality.

Yet the bill would prohibit OSHA from even
conducting research to develop ergonomic
standards that could help save millions of dol-
lars and prevent hundreds of thousands of in-
juries. The cost to our society goes beyond
the value of these claims. Workers who are
disabled at unsafe workplaces end up on our
unemployment and welfare rolls.

Those workers who lose their jobs will face
a tougher time finding work under this bill. It
would deny retraining and benefits to 273,000
dislocated workers and 84,000 low-income
adults. The employment and training budget
has been cut $2.5 billion below 1995 levels. A
$357 million cut in California’s education and
training programs will force my State to drop
200,000 participants.

Finally, the right of working people to bar-
gain collectively would be weakened through
drastic cuts in funding and authority of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board [NLRB] and the
prohibition on enforcement of the President’s
Executive order on striker replacements.

Hardworking Americans have basic rights to
a safe and healthy workplace and to organize
for these and other rights. The Republicans
would take our worker protections back by
decades.

This has been a fractious budget cycle so
far, and I expect that it’s going to get worse.
Those who say that balancing the budget re-
quires that priorities be identified are abso-
lutely correct: and the priorities of the Repub-
lican leadership are coming through loud and
clear during this Appropriations cycle.

If you’re a corporate polluter who wants the
government to just leave you alone—you’re in
luck.

If you’re a defense contractor who wants to
sell a few more of those planes—even if the
Pentagon doesn’t want them—you’re in luck.

If you’re an employer with an unsafe work-
place and you just wish those busybodies at
OSHA would leave you alone—you’re in luck.

If you’re cheating your employees by paying
them less than the minimum wage, and you
think it would be great if those guys at the
Wage and Hour Division of the Department of
Labor didn’t have time to deal with you—
you’re in luck.

But if you’re a senior citizen who’s wonder-
ing whether to buy medicine or food this
month, or a poor mother hoping for a better
education and a better life for your children,
then this bill has a message for you: You’re on
you own.

That’s a message which I can never vote to
send to the people of this country, and I urge
my colleagues to vote down this bill.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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The House in Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union had under
consideration the bill (H.R. 2127) making ap-
propriations for the Departments of Labor,
Health and Human Services, and Education,
and related agencies, for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 1996, and for other pur-
poses:

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to commend the chairman of our subcommit-
tee for his leadership on this bill under the
most difficult of circumstances. Discretionary
spending in the bill we consider today is $9.2
billion below the 1995 bill, a reduction of 13
percent. This is the reduction required by the
allocation given our subcommittee under the
direction of the House Budget Committee.

Needless to say, our subcommittee was re-
quired to make some very difficult decisions
and to establish spending priorities for fiscal
year 1996. The criteria we used emphasized
programs that work well, provide the maximum
return on our investment in them, and save
lives. We also sought to make better use of
Federal funds by eliminating or consolidating
duplicative or ineffective programs to provide
maximum program dollars and minimum bu-
reaucratic overhead. In all, 170 programs were
terminated in the bill.

High priority was given to continued funding
for the National Institutes of Health, which re-
ceived $642 million or 5.7 percent over the
1995 level. NIH remains the preeminent bio-
medical research program of its kind any-
where in the world. Our investment in
unlocking the mysteries of many diseases and
determining effective and lifesaving treatments
is repaid many times over in lower health care
costs, a higher quality of life, and a cure for

many diseases for which there was no suc-
cessful treatment just a few years ago.

We have made great strides in the war on
cancer, heart disease, stroke, diabetes, mental
illness, and other diseases that rob the young
and old of valuable years of life and leave
many disabled and suffering. As with any bat-
tle when we are so close to victory on many
fronts, now is not the time to retreat from our
commitment to remain the world leader in this
field.

One area of special interest where a small
but continuing investment by our committee
over the past few years has paid off is the Na-
tional Marrow Donor Program. Through ad-
vances in research sponsored by NIH, doctors
and researchers determined that unrelated
bone marrow transplants were just as effective
as related bone marrow transplants in curing
patients diagnosed with leukemia or any one
of 60 other fatal blood disorders. The problem,
however, was the lack of access to a large
pool of prospective unrelated individuals who
might have matching bone marrow for patients
in need of transplants. With the great diversity
in the genetic makeup of people, the chances
of finding a matched bone marrow donor
range from 1 in 20,000 to 1 in a million.

Having brought the need for a national reg-
istry of potential bone marrow donors to the
attention of our committee in 1986, I am proud
to say that my colleagues have provided sup-
port to me in this effort every step of the way.
The result of this effort is a program that is a
true medical miracle which is saving lives
every day throughout our Nation and around
the world.

The National Marrow Donor Program now
maintains a registry of 1.7 million prospective
donors and is growing at a rate of 36,000 do-
nors per month. My colleagues may recall that
early in my search for a home for the national
registry, some Federal officials told me we
would never recruit more than 50,000 volun-
teers who were willing to donate their bone
marrow to a complete stranger.

We proved them wrong and in doing so
have given a second chance at life to thou-
sands of men, women, and children and the
numbers are growing. As the registry contin-
ues to grow so do the number of transplants.
More importantly, we have given hope to thou-
sands of families who otherwise would have
faced the prospect of certain death for a loved
one.

Our committee has included in the bill
$15,360,000 for the continued operations of
the national registry under the oversight of the
Health Resources and Services Administra-
tion. Responsibility for the registry was trans-
ferred last year from NIH to HRSA. The U.S.
Navy also continues to play a leading role in
providing operational support and direction to
the program with additional funding made
available by our Appropriations Subcommittee
on National Security.

Other small, but significant programs sup-
ported by our subcommittee likewise save
lives. The Emergency Medical Services Pro-
gram for Children celebrates its 10th anniver-
sary this year and we have included $10 mil-
lion to continue its operations. These funds in-
crease public awareness and train health care
professionals for the unique emergency medi-
cal needs of acutely ill and seriously injured
children. Forty States have now established
training programs to improve the quality of
care available for children. The leading cause
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